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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with filed December 5, 2007 have been considered but are 
not persuasive. 

2. In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain 
features of applicants invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies 
(i.e., positioning the relevant edge based upon the number of cells scrolled past said 
relevant edge) are not recited in the rejected claims. Although the claims are 
interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into 
the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
The claimed step of "determining the second time portion" is interpreted as using the 
number of program cells that have scrolled past a stationary advertisement cell as a 
metric to simply measure or represent the second time period, not to calculate it in 
advance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1,2, 5-15, 36, and 41-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alexander et al. (6,177,931) [Alexander] in view of Nielsen 
(6,199,080, of record). 

Regarding claim 1, 36, and 41, Alexander discloses a method (and user 
interface) for displaying advertising in an electronic program guide on a display 
device, the electronic program guide comprising at least a list of program cells 
each containing a program choice available for viewing (fig. 1), the method 
comprising: 

scrolling the list of program cells on the display device in a first direction in 
accordance with a first scrolling scheme; displaying an advertisement cell within 
the list of program cells (col. 22 lines 1 9-47); 

moving the advertisement cell in the first direction in accordance with a 
second scheme different than the first scrolling scheme as the list of program 
cells scrolls in the first direction, wherein moving the advertisement cell in 
accordance with the second scheme comprises scrolling the advertisement cell 
in concurrence with the scrolling of the program cell list during a first time portion 
in which the program cell list scrolls ('Relative Channel Ads', which are spaced 
such that as a user scrolls through pages, there is one ad shown per page, col. 
22 line 64 -col. 23 line 11). 

Alexander fails to disclose keeping the advertisement cell stationary 
during a second time portion in which the program cell list scrolls; and 
determining the second time portion based upon a first number of program cells 
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which have moved past the advertisement cell while the advertisement cell is 
kept stationary. 

In an analogous art, Nielsen discloses a scrolling scheme for tabular data 
(figs. 13a-e) wherein a supplemental data region (region 1331), which ordinarily 
scrolls with the primary data, is held stationary on the screen when the edge of 
the supplemental data region contacts the edge of the scrolling boundary, the 
lime 1 the supplemental data region being held stationary being measurable by 
the number of table entries of primary data which scroll past it (the more a user 
scrolls past the scrolling boundary, the longer the supplemental data region 
remains stationary at said boundary, col. 16, lines 5-59, the examiner is 
concluding the second time period is not inclusive of time not spent scrolling by a 
user), providing a novel means for maintaining the supplemental data region on 
screen during a scrolling operation. 

It would have been obvious at the time to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify the method disclosed by Alexander to include keeping the 
advertisement cell [supplemental data region] stationary during a second time 
portion in which the program cell list [primary data] scrolls; and determining the 
second time portion based upon a first number of program cells which have 
moved past the advertisement cell while the advertisement cell is kept stationary 
[because the second time portion does not include time not spent scrolling], as 
taught by Nielsen. The motivation to do sound is found in Alexander, who 
teaches it is desirable to hold the advertisement cell on screen at all times 
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(Alexander, col. 22, lines 42-47), and while providing two rather static means to 
do so (holding a fixed position relative to the top of the grid or spacing the ads 
such that there is one on each page), Nielsen provides a more dynamic and 
visually appealing means to perform holding the advertisement cell on screen at 
all times. 

Regarding claim 2, Alexander and Nielsen disclose the method of claim 1 , 
further comprising controlling the second scheme from a location remote from the 
display device (a user controls the scrolling operation using a remote control, 
Alexander, col. 3, lines 21-36). 

Regarding claim 5, Alexander and Nielsen disclose the method of claim 1, 
further comprising receiving the first number of program cells from a location 
remote from the display device (Alexander, col. 8, lines 18-35). 

Regarding claim 6, Alexander and Nielsen disclose the method of claim 1, 
wherein the first direction comprises a vertical scrolling direction on the display 
device (Alexander, col. 15 line 56 - col. 16 line 26). 

Regarding claim 7, Alexander and Nielsen disclose the method of claim 6, 
wherein the program cell list contains a top cell and a bottom cell displayed on 
the display device (Alexander, fig. 1), wherein keeping the advertisement cell 
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stationary comprises keeping the advertisement cell station when the 
advertisement cell reaches the top or bottom cell of the program cell list (Nielsen, 
figs. 13d-e, region 1331 stays stationary when reaching the scrolling boundary). 

Regarding claim 8, Alexander and Nielsen disclose the method of claim 1, 
wherein keeping the advertisement cell stationary comprises keeping the 
advertisement cell stationary during scrolling of a set number of program cells in 
the program cell list (an inherent feature, as there are a finite number of program 
cells in any program guide, and the use can only scroll so far before reaching the 
end). 

Regarding claim 9, Alexander and Nielsen disclose the method of claim 1, 
further comprising inserting an advertisement into the advertisement cell which 
advertisement is related to a program cell displayed in the program guide on the 
display screen (Alexander, Parent Channel Ads', col. 23, lines 12-19). 

Regarding claim 10, Alexander and Nielson disclose the method of claim 
10, further comprising replacing the inserted advertisement in the advertisement 
cell with another advertisement when the program choices displayed in the 
program guide change due to scrolling of the program cells (parent channel ads 
will change depending on currently displayed program choices to which a user 
scrolls, Alexander, col. 23, lines 12-19). 
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Regarding claim 1 1 , Alexander and Nielson disclose the method of claim 

I, wherein the electronic program guide comprises program choices available for 
viewing at scheduled times, and wherein the program cells are arranged 
according to the scheduled times of the program choices (Alexander, fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 12, Alexander and Neilson disclose the method of claim 

I I , further comprising inserting an advertisement into the advertisement cells 
which advertisement is related to a program choice available for viewing at a time 
close in time to the scheduled times of program choices displayed on the display 
screen (Alexander, fig. 1, advertisement 52). 

Regarding claim 13, Alexander and Nielson disclose the method of claim 
12, wherein inserting the advertisement comprises inserting the advertisement 
related to a program choice available for viewing at a time which is past the 
scheduled times of program choices displayed on the display screen (the user is 
presented with an advertisement for a program about to be displayed, Alexander, 
col. 14, lines 47-62, in the advertisement cell, col. 15, lines 23-31, when looking 
at program listings for future times, col. 10, lines 30-42). 

Regarding claims 14 and 15, Alexander and Neilson disclose the method 
of claim 1 , wherein moving the advertisement cell in accordance with the second 
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scheme comprises scrolling the advertisement cell in concurrence with the 
scrolling of the program cell list during a first time portion in which the program 
cell list scrolls ('Relative Channel Ads', which are spaced such that as a user 
scrolls through pages, there is one ad shown per page, Alexander, col. 22 line 64 
- col. 23 line 11), and displaying a highlight cell on the display device such that 
program and advertisement cells may enter the highlight cell (Alexander, col. 13 
Hne46-col.14line25). 

Alexander and Neilson fail to disclose scrolling the advertisement cell 
during a second time portion (during which the program cell list is stationary), 
when the advertisement cell is entered in the highlight cell. 

Examiner takes official notice that it is notoriously well known in the art to 
scroll through the contents of a single cell when the textual contents of said cell 
are larger than the screen space allocated to a particular cell, providing means 
for a viewer to view the contents of said cell without resorting to a secondary 
display means. 

It would have been obvious at the time to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify the method disclosed by Alexander and Neilson to include scrolling 
the advertisement cell when highlighted, for the benefit of allowing a viewer to 
view the full contents of said cell without have to resort to a secondary display 
means. 
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Regarding claim 42, Alexander and Neilson disclose the interface of claim 
41, further comprising a list of service identifiers displayed in associated with the 
program choices in the program choice listings (channel identifiers, Alexander, 
fig. 1) and a advertisement identifier contained in the list of service identifiers and 
displayed in association with the advertisement cell (see Alexander, fig. 1 , 
service identifier for advertisement 52 is 'MTV'). 



Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened, statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dominic D. Saltarelli whose telephone number is (571) 
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272-7302. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00am - 
6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on (571) 272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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